AGENDA ITEM #5

Consideration of objections with respect to Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law with Nonfinal Order in the matter of Walthers v.

DNR, Administrative Cause No. 13-147W

¢ Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law with Nonfinal Order (issued on March 7,
2016)

e  Written Objections received from Paul Walthers on March 24, 2016, for which
service was perfected on March 30, 2016 by Petitioner’s daughter, Lisa Walthers

* Respondent DNR’s Motion to Strike Petitioner’s Untimely Filed Written Objections

¢ Order on Respondent DNR’s Motion to Strike Petitioner’s Untimely Filed Written
Objections
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BEFORE THE
NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION
OF THE
STATE OF INDIANA
IN THE MATTER OF:
PAUL WALTHERS ) -
Petitioner, ) Administrative Cause
) Number: 13-147W
vs. )
)
)
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES )
Respondent. ) (VTS-DM-3951)

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
WITH NONFINAL ORDER

Statement of the Proceeding

1 On August 31, 2013, Paul Walthers (“Walthers™) and Ronald Richards and Carolyn
Richards (“Richards™) filed correspondence with the Natural Resources Commission
(“the Commission”) requesting an administrative review of Notice of Violation
number VI'S-DM-3951 (“NOV™), issued to Walthers and Richards by the

- Department of Natural Resources (“DNR”).

2 Correspondence filed by Walthers and Richards avers that DNR issued an NOV to
Walthers and Richards for “an alleged violation of Indiana Code (1.C.) 14-27-7.5....7
and that Walthers and Richards “allege and contend that the basis and the engineering
determination upon which the NOV was issued for Forest Lake Dam #32-17 is
incorrect.” :

3 Indiana Code (“IC”) 14-25.5 provides the authority to DNR to issue a NOV for the
enforcement of IC 14-27, as relevant to this proceeding, 7C 714-25.5-1-1.

4 The NOV, issued by the DNR Division of Water, was attached to the Petitioners’
correspondence and is dated August 22, 2013. DNR alleges, within the NOV, that
Walthers and Richards violated 1C 14-27-7.5 et seq., commonly known as the “Bam
Safety Act”, pertaining to the regulation and classification of dams. The NOV states
the following as the Nature of the Violation:

! The Richards withdrew their request for administrative review prior to hearing, While some information
regarding the Richards is included and relevant to this decision, Walthers is the sole remaining Petitioner.
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Forest Lake Dam is a high hazard dam (State Identification #32-17), and is
located in Section 10, Township 15N, Range 1E, showing on the Brownsburg
Quadrangle map, and within Hendricks County.

A dam owner is required by Indiana Code (1.C.) 14-27-7.5 to keep the structure
(dam) maijntained in a safe condition by the exercise of prudence, due regard for
life and property, and the application of sound and accepted technical principles.

Findings:

The owners of the Forest Lake Dam are Paul R. Walthers, and Ronald D &
Carolyn Richards.

The Forest Lake Dam is an unsafe, unauthorized dam. There is no record of a
permit issued for this dam or as-built engineering plans proving the structure was
properly designed and constructed. A high hazard inspection report has not been
received for the structure as required by 1.C. 14-27-75.

The owners of the Forest Lake Dam have failed to maintain and keep the structure
in the state of repair and operating condition required by the exercise of prudence,
due regard for life and property, and the application of sound and accepted
engineering principles which is a violation of Indiana Code 14-27-7.5.

The owners have not complied with the recommendations of the February 23,
2013 letter which asked that the owners to complete a series of scheduled actions
including retaining registered professional engineer experienced in dam design,
performing high hazard inspection reports and submitting such reports to DNR.
Also requested was a lowering of the lake to safer level until safety deficiencies
could be resolved. These actions and the failures to act are violations of Indiana
Code 14-27-7.5.

5 NOV’sissued pursuant to 1C 14-25.5, are addressed procedurally by 1C 4-21.5-3-6,
and become effective unless a person timely requests administrative review under the
Administrative Orders and Procedures Act, commonly referred to as “AOPA”. IC
14-25.5-2-4 and IC 14-25.5-2-35.

6 The correspondence filed by Walthers and Richards timely initiated administrative
review under AQPA and the administrative rules adopted by the Commission at 312
IAC 3-1 to assist with the implementation of AOPA. IC 14-10-2-3.

7 The Commission is the “ultimate authority” with respect to the subject matter of the
instant proceeding and it has adopted rules at 312 TAC 10.5 to assist with the
administration of the Dam Safety Act. IC 4-21.5-1-15 and 312 [AC 3-1-2.

8 The Commission has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this proceeding and over
the persons of the parties.
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The Commission’s Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”), Stephen Lucas, was
appointed and assigned the proceeding. Following the retirement of ALJ Lucas, ALJ
Dawn Wilson accepted the appointment and assignment of this case as a substitute
qualitied ALJ. IC 14-10-2-2.

DNR was represented throughout the proceeding and was represented by Attorney
Sean Wooding at the administrative hearing. ‘

The Richards were represented by John Mervilde and Nicholas Gahl. The Richards
were no longer parties to this matter when the administrative hearing was heard.

Walthers was self-represented throughout the proceeding.

Following the issuance of notice to Walthers, Richards, and DNR, ALJ Lucas
conducted a prehearing conference on October 2, 2013, in Indianapolis, Indiana. The
Report of Initial Prehearing Conference and Notice of Second Prehearing
Conference, dated October 3, 2013, records a summary of the events that occurred
during the prehearing conference. ALJ Lucas ordered DNR to file a statement of
contentions by November 18, 2013. The Petitioners?, were each ordered to file and
serve their statements of contention by December 18, 2013, including any applicable
affirmative defense. >

DNR filed a statement of contentions on November 18, 2013. The statement alleged
specific violations on which DNR based its NOV.

Walthers filed a response to DNR’s statement of contentions on December 16, 2013,
but no statement of contentions. Walthers asserted in his response to DNR’s
statement of contentions:

a “IC 14-27-7.5-1 specifically states that the chapter does not apply fo properties
such as Lake Forest.”

b Walthers states he “became a lake dweller in 1966 and purchased the lake and
dam properties in 1972. ... When the lake was first developed no water entered the
property from the north of the railroad and Highway 36. The watershed was less
than a half square mile. Over the years, the state and county agencies’ programs
diverted watershed into Lake Forest.” He asserted that it is “against the law to
change the natural watershed to a neighbor’s property and thereby cause said
neighbor to have problems.” He asserted that the consensus of three Indiana

2 The Petitioners are also referred to as the Claimants throughout this proceeding.

3 The parties were advised of AOPA’s prohibition against ex parte communication with the ALY within the

September 35, 2014, written notice setting the prehearing conference, orally during the prehearing
conference and in the ALI’s order summary of the prehearing conference. On August 4, 2015, following ex
parte communication by Walthers to the ALJ, the communication was disclosed and distributed as required
by IC 4-21.5-3-11(e). On Aungust 13, 2015, following ex parte communications by Lisa Walthers, two
additional disclosures with distribution were made by the ALJ, as required by IC 4-21.5-3-11{g).
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Legislators and numerous Hendricks County government officials is that if DNR
declares the dam is a high hazard problem, “the DNR should fix it.”

¢ Walthers acknowledged that he was informed, in writing, that the dam was
classified as a high hazard dam in 2003. However, Walthers asserts that the “risk
of damage to the dam and adjoining lake properties is very minimal.”

16 The issues were assigned to mediation on January 14, 2014. A Mediator’s Report was
filed stating that the partics met and mediated on February 24, 2014. The mediator’s
report stated that mediation did not result in agreement but that the parties requested
additional time to further explore settlement options.

17 On July 23, 2015, a status conference was heard, following the filing of status updates
by the parties, as requested by the ALJ. Thereafter, the following prehearing orders
were issued by order dated July 24, 2015:

a The parties were ordered to exchange Preliminary Witness and Exhibit Lists on or
before August 27, 2015.

b Discovery was to be completed on or before October 1, 2015.

¢ The parties were ordered to exchange and file Final Witness and Exhibit lists on
or before October 13, 2015.
A Final Status Conference was set for October 26, 2015,

e An administrative hearing was scheduled to be heard on November 9, 2015.

18 Upon motion by Richards, prehearing deadlines were extended and the hearing date
was vacated to allow the parties the opportunity to discuss settlement. The date
originally set for a Final Status Conference was converted to a Second Status
Conference and the Final Status Conference was reset to be heard on December 15,

2015

19 During the Second Status Conference on October 26, 2015:

a The discovery deadline was extended to November 16, 2015,

b The deadline to exchange Final Witness and Exhibit lists and to file the Final
Witness and Exhibit List with the ALJ was expanded to include an exchange of
all potential exhibits between the parties by December 1, 2015. The prehearing
order states, “Any exhibit not exchanged may be excluded from consideration at a
hearing, upon objection by any party, at the discretion of the ALJ.”

¢ The hearing was reset to be heard on February 8, 2016.

20 On November 17, 2015, having resolved maters through settlement, DNR and
Richards filed an Agreed Settlement and Stipulation of Dismissal.* The ALI issued a
Final Order of Dismissal as to Ronald and Carolyn Richards on November 18, 2015..

* The Agreed Settlement and Stipulation of Dismissal states “Ronald and Carolyn Richards (Richards) and
the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) hereby agree and stipulate to the dismissal of the Richards
from this administrative action, with prejudice, as well as from any firther action relating to the underlying
Notice of Violation dated August 22, 2013 (VTS-DM-3951) and the purported regulated structure.
Richards and DNR have resolved these matters via seitlement.”

Page 4 of 22



{ (
NRC Administrative Cause No.: 13-147W

21 On December 1, 2015, DNR and Walthers each filed witness and exhibit lists.

22 On December 15, 2015, during the Final Status Conference:

a DNR asserted that no potential exhibits had been received from Walthers.
Walthers did not dispute DNR’s assertion. Yet again, the ALJ ordered Walthers to
provide his potential exhibits to DNR and set an additional deadline, December
28, 2015. '

b The ALJ granted DNR’s request for a more specific delineation of witnesses in
Walthers® witness and exhibit list for potential witnesses identified as “lake
dwellers” and “forthcoming experts.”

¢ DNR also advised that numerous Interrogatories were received from Walthers on
November 16, 2015, and requested additional time to respond to the request.
DNR’s request was granted.

d To allow Walther’s an opportunity to review DNR’s Interrogatory responses,
Walthers was allowed to file an appropriate amended witness and exhibit list
before January 21, 2016.

e A Supplemental Final Status Conference was set for January 29, 2016,

f The hearing date, February 8, 2016, remained unchanged.

23 On January 12, 2016, an email from Lisa Walthers was received by the ALJ
requesting a meeting to discuss the settlement terms between DNR and Richards. On
January 14, 2016, an Order Denying Petitioner’s Request to Meet with the ALJ was

issued.

24 On January 29, 2016, a Supplemental Final Status Conference was heard:

a DNR asserted that Walthers had not provided any potential exhibits to DNR.
Walthers confirmed DNR’s assertion to be true. The ALJ informed Walthers
orally and in the written summary of the conference that his disregard of the
ALJs prior orders regarding the exchange of potential exhibits could prevent the
admission of documents that he might offer at hearing.

b, DNR reported that it had received an amended witness and exhibit list from
Walthers. The amended list was not filed with the Commission, contrary to the

ALJs order.

25 On February 8 and 9, 2016, Walthers and DNR attended the administrative hearing,
in Indianapolis, Indiana. Walthers appeared, self-represented, who was accompanied
by his daughter, Lisa Walthers. DNR appeared by counsel, Sean Wooding, who was
accompanied by DNR Attorney Ed Harcourt and Jon Eggen, DNR’s Division of
Water, Compliance and Enforcement Manager. :

Findings of Fact®-DNR Jurisdiction to Regulate Forest Lake Dam
26 Walthers challenges DNR’s jurisdiction to regulate Forest Lake Dam.

* Findings of fact that may be construed as conclusions of law and conclusions of law that may be
construed as findings of fact are so deemed.

Page 5 0f22



{ {

NRC Administrative Cause No.: 13-147W

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

33

Jon Eggen (“Eggen”) has been the Manager of the Compliance and Enforcement
Section of the DNR Division of Water since 2007. Eggen conducts inspections,
supervises inspections, reviews documents and drafts warning letters and violations,
including required time frames and optional mitigation, if applicable. See testimony
of Eggen.

A stream runs to and through Forest Lake. See testimony of Eggen.

DNR claims jurisdiction over dams that have at least one of three criteria. One
criterion is that the dam has a drainage area that exceeds one square mile. The second
is when a dam is at least 20 feet in height. The third is when the structure impounds at
least 100 acre feet of water.

Susie Delay (“Delay”) is a Hydraulic Engineer in the Compliance and Enforcement
Section of the DNR Division of Water. Delay has worked for DNR for 20 years, with
over two years in her current capacity. In her position, Delay performs inspections for
potential and ongoing violations and she prepares engineering documentation for all
active violations including computer modeling and calculations for dam safety. Delay
calculates breach assessments to determine the impact of a catastrophic dam failure
on structures downstream, including residential, commercial and bridges. Her
calculations concerning that impact are used by DNR in hazard determinations. See

testimony of Delay and Eggen.

Delay determined the height of the structure to be 19 feet, dalculated at the top of the
dam, Delay determined the volume of water impounded to be 55 acre feet. See
testimony of Delay and Exhibit I,

DNR is not claiming jurisdiction over the dam based on the height of the dam or the
volume of the impoundment. See testimony of Knipe.

DNR rests its authority to regulate the Forest Lake Dam on its determination that the
drainage area of Forest Lake Dam is more than one square mile. See testimony of
Knipe.

David Knipe is the Engineering Section Manager, for the Central Basin Team for
DNR’s Division of Water. Knipe has been with DNR for over 24 years. Knipe
manages engineering functions within the Division of Water, including flood plain
mapping and hydraulics. See testimony of Knipe.

On behalf of DNR, Knipe calculated the drainage area above the Forest Lake Dam.
Knipe conducted his analysis by using “ArcHydro” software, an ArcGIS mapping
program and StreamStats, an online product available to the general public through
the United States Geological Survey (USGS) website. With these products, he
reviewed “one foot contour mapping” that he obtained from Hendricks County

® DNR’s exhibits are identified by letters. Petitioner Walthers’ exhibits are identified by numbers.
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records and subdivision plans for the upper end of the watershed. See testimony of
Knipe.

36 Knipe preformed an analysis and determined which way water flows in the area
above the dam. He then concluded that the watershed, or drainage area, is
approximately 1.23 square miles. See Testimony of Knipe, Eggen and Exhibits I and
G. ‘

37 Walthers refuted the conclusions reached by Knipe by producing maps indicating
watershed areas of less than one square mile for an area above Forest Lake.
However, the drainage areas addressed by those maps begin at a point upstream of the
lake and do not include the area of Forest Lake itself. See testimony of Walthers,
Eggen and Exhibits 1 and 2.

38 ALJ finds that the drainage area of Forest Lake is approximately 1.23 square miles.

39 Walthers argues that growth in Hendricks County, and specifically Avon, has ‘
increased the “watershed” of Forest Lake. Walthers’s offers no evidence to support a
change in the area of the watershed’. See testimony of Walthers.

Findings of Fact- NOV basis: High Hazard Classification & Inspection Reports

40 Within Walther’s response to DNR’s statement of contentions Walthers states that he
received a letter from DNR identifying the Forest Lake Dam as “high hazard” in
2003. No evidence of this notification was provided by cither party. Walthers now
requests reconsideration of the Forest Lake Dam classification as a high hazard dam.

41 Tn 2004, DNR staff informed Walthers that Soliman Sherkawi, Engineering Geologist
informed Walthers that the Forest Lake Dam was classified as a “significant hazard
dam.” When Walthers was asked if there was any “new development downstream, he
said that there is a road and a bridge under it.” It is unclear from the evidence whether
the hazard classification reported by DNR indicated a change from the initial high
hazard classification or if the determination was based on the information provided by
Walthers, which omitted disclosure of the subdivision. See Exhibit 7.

42 Dam hazard classifications change over time, depending on what is found to be
downstream of the dam. See testimony of Eggen and Exhibit 7.

43 Delay determined a breach assessment for the Forest Lake Dam. She analyzed best
available data and established hazard calculations, based on a catastrophic breach of
Forest Lake Dam on a sunny day. Her determinations were based on sunny day
breach calculations so as to consider only the water potentially impounded by the

7 Walthers asserted that the watershed has increased but a reasonable conclusion is that Walthers assertion
related to an increase in the volume of water within the watershed, not the areq of the watershed, due to
development above the dam.
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dam, without additional water from rain. Based on the height of the dam and the
volume of the impoundment at the top of the dam, Delay established a total dam
break breach discharge to be “5037 cfs”. See testimony of Delay and Exhibit H.

Delay then calculated the impact of such a failure downstream, based on the surface
elevations within the “maximum breach inundation atea”. She captured water surface
elevations to establish a flow path at various cross sections on the map identified as
Exhibit H. As she expected, her calculations revealed lower water surface elevations
further from the breach point. Based on her calculations, she determined the breach
inundation area included a county road and structures, specifically homes, and found
that some homes were above breach elevation. She determined that 29 homes were
within the breach inundation area, with 12 having the home’s lowest adjacent grade at
least one foot below the elevation, or a flood depth of over one foot, inside those '
structures. Her determinations are based on her mathematical calculations of the best
available information, not utilization of software. See testimony of Delay and Exhibit
H. ' :

Delay determined, based on her calculations and analysis, that Forest Lake Dam
should be classified as a high hazard structure. See testimony of Delay and Exhibit H,

page 2.

Walthers does not believe that the dam is a high hazard dam because the volume of
water in the lake would not create an actual threat to life and property downstream.
To support his assertion, Walthers reports that there is quite a bit of sediment in the
lake. In addition, he measured the depth of the lake at various points on the lake from
a boat. He acknowledges that his measurements are “not all that accurate”, but he
believes that the depth would not create a danger downstream. See testimony of
Walthers.

It is noted that Delay’s calculations are based, in part, on the height of the dam and
the potential impoundment of the lake. Walthers’s calculation is based on the water
level at various points on the lake on a specific but undisclosed date. A maximum
breach inundation area, as defined by 312 IAC 10.5-2-7 includes an uncontrolled
release of a dam’s contents when “the impoundment is at maximum design pool
elevation.” Delay’s calculations would be the appropriate figures to use when
calculating the impacted area below the dam. 3712 /4C 10.5-2-7.

Walthers argues that the Forest Lake Dam should not be designated as a high hazard
dam because he believes DNR approved downstream residences in the neighborhood
of Thornridge. Walthers argument is not supported by the facts. See testimony of
Walthers and Exhibit 3.

To support his contention, Walthers submitted a DNR permit from 1995, for
construction activities within the floodway consisting of “two 14” diameter storm
sewer outfall pipes with with metal end sections, and approximately 30 linear feet of
a grass swale with 4:1 side slopes.” The permit also included a reference to riprap to
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be placed at the base of the outlets for energy dissipation. The permit states that the
residential subdivision would be developed landward of the floodway except portions
of Lots 13, 14 and 15. The permit applicant was “Thornridge, Inc.” See Exhibit 3.

DNR'’s authority under the Flood Protection Act includes the authority to issue
permits for construction in a floodway, hetre the unnamed tributary to White Lick
Creek. A DNR memorandum, dated April 7, 1995, states that plans for the project
proposed would not “decrease the cross-section flow area of the stream.” The
locations of the houses within the Thornridge subdivision are not in the floodway and
were not included in the permit issued by DNR. See testimony of Eggen and Exhibit
3. :

The ALJ finds that Walthers’ evidence does not support his contention that DNR
approved the Thornridge subdivision. The ALJ also finds that a DNR permit approval
does not equate to approval of the underlying project for which a permit is requested.

George Crosby (“Crosby”) is the Manager of Dam and Levee Safety Section for DNR
and has been in his current position for over 25 years. He possesses a Master’s
Degree in Engineering Geology from Purdue. See testimony of Crosby.

While DNR’s dam safety program began in the early 1960s, Crosby recalls that there
were changes to the law in 2002 which thereafter, required high hazard dam owners
to file reports. See testimony of Crosby.

Ken Smith (“Smith”) is a Civil Engineer and the Assistant Director of the DNR
Division of Water, with over 39 years of experience with DNR. Smith currently
oversees four sections, (1) enforcement, (2) surveying, (3) project development and
(4) dam safety. See testimony of Smith.

Smith participated in a site visit of Forest Lake Dam prior to issuance of the NOV.

He determined that one basis for the NOV issued was that the owners had not
submitted the reports required for a high hazard dam reflecting the owner’s engineer’s
inspection findings. See testimony of Smith.

On the date of the administrative hearing, none of the required inspection reports had
been submitted by Walthers. No contrary evidence was presented that alleged
inspection reports had been filed by Walthers. See testimony of Smith.

Findings of Fact - NOV basis: State of Repair/Operating Condition

Walthers estimates that Forest Lake Dam was built 75 years ago. See testimony of’
Walthers. ‘

Walthers was a “caretaker” of the dam for 50 years and was engaged in “taking care
of the litter”, including the removal of leaves, tree limbs and other debris. He
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acknowledges he placed sandbags at the primary spillway but asserts the placement
was designed to be temporary. See testimony of Walthers and Exhibit D.

Walthers acknowledges that he has not actively.cared for the dam since 2013. See
testimony of Walthers.

Crosby estimates that Forest Lake Dam was built over 50 years ago and that its
design and construction were not originally permitted by DNR or its predecessor. See
testimony of Crosby.

Since the construction of Forest Lake Dam, there have been no DNR permits issued
to authorize alterations to the dam, such as observed changes to the principle spillway
and the placement of fill in the abutment zone of the dam. See testimony of Crosby
and BExhibit J-17.

Walthers acknowledges that he has made alterations to the structure and has “worked
hard” to eliminate erosion. He constructed a retaining wall to keep the water from
traveling down the road and washing out the bridge. Walthers made alterations to the

"dam because he observed an increase in water flow into his lake from the Town of

Avon. Over time, he has had as many as 10 engineers on the dam. However, when
making various alterations to the dam, Walthers did not use plans developed by one
or more engineers. See testimony of Walthers.

Walthers states that he has built.several subdivisions and has a general science degree
from Purdue, as well as other master’s degrees in undisclosed disciplines. Walthers is
not a licensed engineer but he claims to possess information and experience
concerning “how things work” and he believes that engineering specifically related to
dams is “not all that complicated”. While a couple of engineers live on the dam,
Walthers reports that “we are not licensed super hydraulics experts, no we’re.., none
of us.” See testimony of Walthers.

Crosby’s perspective of dam safety generally is that it is a multi-disciplinary science.
Crosby oversees technical elements of the creation of new dams by working with the
professional engineering teams hired by property owners, in the areas of site
selection, planning and construction. Crosby ensures adequate supervision by a
design engineer for construction permits. Once built, Crosby and his staff regulate
dam maintenance and repairs, including the permitting of dam alterations. Crosby
involves himself with the long term management of structures throughout the life of
Indiana dams. For dams classified as high hazard, he reviews high hazard dam reports
that are submitted, as required, every two years by the owners of high hazard dams.
Crosby also acts as a general advisor to others, including other agencies, for issues
involving dam safety. See testimony of Crosby.

Crosby asserts that, while all dams have some risk of failure, with proper upkeep and

maintenance, dams can maintain an acceptable level of safety. The purpose of good
engineering design, construction and maintenance is to reduce risk. Crosby analogizes
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an improperly designed, constructed and maintained dam to a bus with bad brakes
and tires. “Not all busses with bad brakes and tires will crash but there is an elevated
risk of a safety problem.” The standards required by DNR are minimally acceptable
safety standards. While DNR regulates dams, dam owners are responsible to control
and safely impound the water, and owners may choose higher standards than those
required by DNR. See testimony of Crosby.

Delay conducted site visits and inspections of the Forest Lake Dam on several
occasions. Every time she was there, she observed something that caused her concern
and she expressed these concerns to her supervisors. See Testimony of Delay and
Exhibit L.

Eggen observed the site of the Forest Lake Dam prior to the issuance of the NOV. He .
took photographs at the site to capture his observations of the general condition of the
site. Eggen observed sandbags placed at the primary spillway raising the elevation of
the lake, He also observed a structure within the lake that provided for drainage.
Downstream from the lake, he saw a road and residences in a subdivision across the
road. After the site visit, he reached a conclusion based on his observations that the
dam was in violation, because it was in disrepair, alterations had not been properly
completed and that the dam presented potential safety concerns downstream. His
conclusions resulted in the issuance of a warning letter on February 28, 2013, to
Walthers concerning noncompliance in the care of the dam. In the correspondence, he
included corrective measures that were recommended by DNR. See testimony of
Eggen and Exhibit B and D.

Crosby and Delay conducted a site visit of the Forest Lake Iyam on May 15, 2013.
Crosby took photographs of items that concerned him about the “extremely poor
maintenance and apparent multiple unanthorized modifications to the structure....”
Specifically, on May 15, 2013, Crosby observed what he determined to be “serious
issues” and deficiencies with the embankment, the primary spillway and the auxiliary
spillway. See testimony of Crosby and Exhibit J-1.

a Crosby observed the following deficiencies in the embankment:

i) Large trees are on the crest of the dam’s embankment. The roots of living
trees will break down soils that should be compacted and seek out the water
tables. When trees die, their decaying roots will create flow paths for water
and create voids in the dam, substantially weakening the strength of the dam.
Also trees may be downed in a windstorm and may remove huge portions of
the embankment of the dam. Trees also inhibit the proper inspection of a dam,
in that trees prevent the ability to “sight across” and inspect for bulges that
indicate potential problems. _

ii) An unauthorized utility shed is seen on the embankment. The placement of the
shed is unacceptable because it prohibits inspection under the shed, it attracts
animals to reside and burrow into the soils of the dam and it increases
shedding of water in a rainstorm in a concentrated area.

iif) Crosby observed uncompacted and potentially unstable fill on the downhill
slopes as well as erosion, voids and depressions on the slopes.
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iv) Crosby observed buried and partially buried pipes in the embankment and
noted water flowing outside a discharge pipe adjacent to the principle
spillway, indicating internal erosion in the structure.

See the testimony of Crosby and Exhibit J-1, J-5, J-12, J-17, Exhibit K,

b Crosby observed serious deficiencies with the design and maintenance of the
principle spillway of the Forest Lake Dam.

i) Crosby found that the location was not well suited for the open chute principle
spillway found at Forest Lake Dam. He also observed that the open spillway
system was not properly designed, in that it was built over manmade fill, and
the spillway system was undersized. An appropriate design would include a
closed large concrete box riser with an appropriate “frash rack” connected to a
concrete box with seepage control features. An adequate design for an open
cute principle spillway would include concrete slabs for the floor, a vertical
retaining wall, a cut off wall and subsurface drains downstream for seepage
control. None of those features appear in this dam, which resulted in erosion
of the embankment, a sinkhole and weakening of the infegrity of the dam. The
inappropriate and inadequate design creates a risk of breach.

if) He also observed poor maintenance through cracks, missing rocks, and
extensive erosion. He observed small and large voids providing dangerous
flow paths for internal erosion. In addition, he found that the sides above the
stilling basin of the primary spillway were nearly vertical and he observed that
it had been patched together on numerous occasions. He observed erosion in
this area and attempted repairs that did not appear stable.

iii) At the primary spillway, Crosby observed seepage at the end of a pipe
indicating seepage from the collars and around the outside of the pipe, which
causes internal erosion along the outside of the pipe. Walthers was not present
when the photographs were taken but he denies that the photographs show
water running outside the pipe. Walthers believes water in the photographs is
running through the pipe, not around the pipe and is coming from the pipe in
the lake. Crosby observed no water was entering the pipe in the lake on the
day he took the photos. The photographs show water flowing out of the pipe
as well as around the outside of the pipe. It is unclear from the photograph
within the lake whether there is water flowing into the pipe from the lake.
Uncontrolled secpage creates a safety issue because, as the water over the
years saturates the soils, added pressure results which undermines the integrity
of the dam. A properly designed dam would include appropriate subsurface
controls to pick up the seepage and discharge it at points that can be
monitored over the life of the structure. The Forest Lake Dam seepage, over
time, wiil impact the integrity of the dam.

See testimony of Walthers, Crosby and Exhibit J-1, J-3, J-4, J-6, J-7, J-8, J-9, J-

10,J-11, J-12, J-18, J-20.

¢ Alsoon May 15, 2013, Crosby observed serious unauthorized, improper

alterations and deficiencies regarding the auxiliary spillway, also commeonly
referred to as an emergency spillway.
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1) He observed the addition of a concrete wall, reducing the capacity of the
spillway system by blocking water flow.

ii) Crosby observed damage fo the spillway outlet with “cobbled” repair attempts
from too frequent operation of the spillway. Crosby observed that fill had
been added to the right abutment. It is unusual that the addition of soil would
be needed and Crosby determined that the addition would require a permit to
ensure it had been done as the owner and the owner’s engineer recommended
and as the alteration had been approved.

1i1) Crosby observed and photographed a view of the inlet for the emergency
spillway showing concrete blocks, debris and a pontoon close enough to the
inlet to block the spillway reducing capacity. In addition, he saw that there is
no cut off wall in the area creating a risk for water to flow under the slab.

See testimony of Crosby and Exhibit J-17, J-18, J-19, J-20.

Crosby prepated a report of the deficiencies that he observed. He summarized the
deficiencies in a report and determined that “the dam and spillway have serious safety
deficiencies and with time these problems will continue to worsen and threaten the
integrity of the structure.” See testimony of Crosby and Exhibit J-1.

Exhibit K includes an additional summary of deficiencies in Forest Lake Dam. See
Exhibit K.

Smith determined that a basis for the NOV was that owners of the dam are
responsible to maintain their dam in a safe state of repair. Based on his own
obsetvations and the reports from his staff with expertise in modeling and dam safety,
he determined that the structure known as Forest Lake Dam had multiple serious
deficiencies. See testimony of Smith.

Based on their education, experience and observations of the Forest Lake Dam over
time, Crosby and Smith concluded that the Forest Lake Dam was not sufficiently
strong; not maintained in a good and sufficient state of repair or operating condition;
not designed to remain safe during infrequent loading events and unsafe; and
dangerous to life and property, in accordance with the requirements found in IC 14-
27-7.5-11. Based on information he personally gathered and information gathered by
his staff, Eggen drafted NOV number VTS-DM-3951 and it was issued by DNR on
August 22, 2013. See testimony of Eggen, Smith and Exhibit A.

Following the initiation of this proceeding, as a mitigation effort, Walthers putina
siphon system and some pipes. He also removed collars on the draw down structures
in the Iake. Those efforts are no longer functioning in that, at some later time, the
collars and rigs were put back on the drain. See testimony of Smith.

Following the issuance of the NOV, Crosby conducted a site visit in July of 2015 and
prepared an Emergency Log to document an event. The site visit followed the report
of a major incident or emergency and revealed that the dam was in a state of
progressive failure. Crosby predicted during his site visit memorandum in 2013, “The
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grouted prineiple spillway chute is seriously deficient and a probable location of
where a breach of the dam could initiate....” In 2015, the principle spillway had failed
and a “good portion” of the principle spillway chute was gone. See testimony of
Crosby and Exhibit E. '

The Richards worked with their “owner engineer”, Ross Holoway, a private
professional engineer, who sent an email on July 10, 2015, stating, “The dam was in
active failure with severe damage to the principle spillway.” See testimony of Crosby
and Exhibit E, pages 6 and 13, and J-1.

Smith and Crosby concur that Forest Lake Dam is in a progressive state of failure.
See testimony of Crosby and Smith.

In 2015, Smith met with Walthers, the Richards,® and the Richards’ professional
engineer. A discussion concerning mitigation occurred so that the conditions seen on
that day could be addressed due to impending rain. Lowering the water was stressed
by the Richards® engineer. Toward this end, Walthers removed two sections of the
drawdown pipe in the lake to assist with the lowering of the lake. While minimal
temporary measures were taken by Walthers at that time, the underlying violations
have not been resolved. Contrary to Walthers’ desires, the Richards’ professional
engineer worked with a contractor to alter the auxiliary spillway in order to reduce
pressure on the primary spillway. See testimony of Smith and Exhibit E.

Forest Lake Dam was not properly designed or constructed and has not been
approptiately maintained, which has resulted in placing people at risk downstream.
Crosby asserted during the administrative hearing that Forest Lake Dam, in its current
state, should be redesigned and reconstructed or decommissioned. See testimony of
Crosby.

Smith determined that, with appropriate permits, the lake could be placed at a low
water level, which would allow permitted redesign and reconstruction to occur. In
recognition of the ongoing expenses of dam maintenance, an alternative would be for
the dam to be decommissioned, a onetime cost. Decommissioning may be the least
costly alternative. See testimony of Smith.

Crosby has observed that long term dam upkeep is expensive and commonly the costs
associated with ownership are often spread out through mechanisms such as dam
ownership by an association. See testimony of Crosby.

Crosby has determined that, if 2016 has a wet spring, it is not unlikely that Forest
Lake Dam will experience a breach. Upon a breach, there is a high Iikelihood that an
uncontrolled discharge would result in serious consequences downstream.
Consequences could include a reduction in the values of downstream properties,
property damage, as well as other consequences. Short of a full breach, in the event of
an additional emergency event, people downstream may need (o be evacuated,

¥ The Richards were parties to this proceeding at the time.
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~ resulting in relocation costs. While the dam has not yet breached, the dam isina

82

33

84

progressive state of failure. See testimony of Crosby.

Findings of Fact-Walthers as appropriate NOV recipient

Walthers acknowledges that he owns 6.8 acres in Hendricks County, Indiana. He
estimates his ownership interests encompass approximately 90% of the Forest Lake
Dam structure, including the primary and auxiliary spillways for the dam, as well as
the lake bed of Forest Lake, Walthers formerly owned but has now sold a residence
that was on or near the lake. See testimony of Walthers.

Walthers states that the DNR “demand”, to rebuild the dam, 1s something he cannot
afford. Decommissioning the lake is also cost prohibitive and he will require a court
order to take that action, as lake dwellers, whose property values fall, and individuals
whose wells are impacted, will consider litigation. He does not want to be in the
position of being the one who makes changes to the dam. Walthers has neighbors
who will hold him responsible for consequences of dewatering the dam. Walthers
concluded, without a supporting basis for his conclusion, that DNR must
decommission the dam and own the impact of the resultant changes. See testimony of
Walthers.

Walthers believes that owners should take care of their property and that a dam owner
should be responsible for a dam they own, with qualifications. He claims interference

above and below the dam.

~a Above the dam, he claims that the State of Indiana, Hendricks County, the town

of Avon, the highway department and factories have interfered. See testimony of

Walthers.

i) Walthers believes that interference came in the form of increased storm water
flowing into Forest Lake. Walthers asserts that if Hendricks County and the
town of Avon, had not grown and added schools and subdivisions, and
widened state highways, his “farm pond” and “dam” would have had few
changes in the last 50 years. Walthers presented no evidence of his assertion,
except for his personal observations and perceptions that the water flowing
into Forest Lake has increased over time. See testimony of Walthers.

ii) Walthers presents the question, “How can your office and the state of Indiana
hold an individual responsible for an increase in surface water drainage of
which T have no control? I feel my property rights, my civil rights and due
processes are being aggressively violated by the Indiana Department of
Natural Resource”. See testimony of Walthers.

iii) Eggen reports that DNR has no authority to regulate the volume of surface
water entering the watershed of Forest Lake. See testimony of Eggen.

b Below the dam, Walthers claims interference through the approval of the

subdivision of Thornridge. See testimony of Walthers and Exhibit 3.

i) DNR did not approve the residences within Thornridge. See testimony of
Eggen and Exhibit 3. :
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il) Walthers presented insufficient evidence of any other Thommridge approval
that he determined would constitute “interference” with his property.
¢ Walthers presented insufficient evidence of other actions, which he determined to
be “interference” with his property.

85 Anecdotally, Walthers argued at the administrative hearing that there are other
owners of Forest Lake Dam, the Richards. In fact, those owners were identified on
the NOV at issue in this administrative cause. The Richards withdrew their request to
contest the NOV. Walthers continues to contest the NOV but indicated his desire to
“have the same deal”. See testimony of Walthers.

86 Walthers stated at the administrative hearing: “When you have people that come in
from downtown that threaten you with $10,000 fines, $1,000 a day until we jump
high enough and do whatever they ask me to do. And that was, that was when [
walked away. Then in addition to that when I walked away, I had to sell my home
because | was out of money and [ was trying to sell my home before the
neighborhood would go dead.” He informed the purchasers that there would probably
be no lake ....” He asserted that his plans are to “give everything up that he can” and
“get out of town”. See testimony of Walthers. '

87 Walthers stated that he would like for the State of Indiana to “meet their
responsibility.” See testimony of Walthers.

Conclusions of Law

88 The jurisdiction of DNR’: is defined by IC 14-27-7.5-8(a) as follows:
" 1) The department:

. (1) has, on behalf of the state, jurisdiction and supervision over the
maintenance and repair of structures in, on, or along the rivers, streams,
and lakes of Indiana;

(2) shall exercise care to see that the structures are maintained in a good and
sufficient state of repair and operating condition to fully perform the
intended purpose;

(3) shall grant permits for the construction and operation of structures in, on,
or along the rivers, streams, and lakes of Tndiana;

(4) may adopt rules under IC 4-22-2 for permiiting, maintenance, and
operation that are necessary for the purposes of this chapter; and

(5) may vary the standards for permits, maintenance, and operation, giving
due consideration to the following:

(A) The type and location of the structure.

(B) The hazards to which the structure is or may be exposed.

(C) The peril to life or property if the structure fails to perform the
structure's function.

? The “department” referenced in IC 14-27-7.5-8 is the Department of Natural Resources, referenced as
“DNR” in this decision.
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IC 14-27-7.5-8(a).

89 The authority of DNR, to regulate dams in Indiana, both at the time of the NOV and
the administrative hearing, is limited to dams that are not excluded by IC 14-27-7.5-
1(B): :

This chapter does not apply to the following:

(1) A structure that meets the following conditions:...

(B) Has a drainage area above the dam of not more than one (1) square

mile.

(C) Does not exceed twenty (20) feet in height.

(D) Does not impound a volume of more than one hundred (100) acre-feet

of water.. .. ,
1C 14-27-7.5(B).

90 DNR is authorized to “Ascertain, determine, designate and define natural drainage
and reclamation areas. ...Prepare computations of the probable maximum quantity of
water likely to be collected from a drainage or reclamation area..... IC I4-27-1-1(4)

and (3).
91 Forest Lake Dam is a structure, as defined by 312 IAC 14-27-7.5-5.
92 Forest Lake Dam is on or along é stream. |
03 Forest Lake Dam has a drainage area above the dam of over one square mile.
94 The authority for DNR to regulate dams includes Forest Lake Dam.
05 As to the hazard classification, DNR may assign a rating, known as a hazard

classtfication to a dam; “based on the potential consequences resulting from the
uncontrolled release of its contents due to a failure or misoperation of the structure.”

IC 14-27-7.5-2.

96 Dam classifications are determined based on “best available information” to be “high
hazard”, significant hazard” or “low hazard. IC [4-27-7. 5-8" and 312 I4AC 10.5-3-1.

97 When making the determination to classify a dam, DNR “...may consider
observations of the dam and the vicinity of the dam, including the risk posed to
human life and property if the dam fails.” 3712 J4C 10.5-3-1(c)(1).

105C 14-27-7.5-8(b) requires the classification of three levels as follows: *...The hazard classification
system must include the following classes of structures: (1) High hazard: A structure the failure of which
may cause the loss of life and serious damage to homes, industrial and commercial buildings, public
utilities, major highways, or railroads. (2) Significant hazard: A structure the failure of which may damage
isolated homes and highways, or cause the temporary interruption of public utility services. (3) Low
hazard: A structure the failure of which may damage farm buildings, agricultural land, or local roads.”
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A dam owner may request reconsideration of a hazard classification. “(b) The dam
owner or other affected person may submit any technical information or reports that
were not previously available to the division. (c) The dam owner's or other affected
person’'s professional engineer may develop and submit a maximum breach
inundation area and current damage evaluation assessing the downstream area
affected by a dam breach. (1) If the maximum breach inundation area and current
damage evaluation predicts any of the following, the dam shall be classified as high
hazard: (A) Flood depths greater than one (1) foot in any occupied quarters. (B) Loss
of ruman life may occur. (C) Interruption of service for more than one (1) day on any
of the following: (i) A county road, state two-lane highway, or U.S. highway setving
as the only access to a community. (ii) A multilane divided state or U.S. highway,
including an interstate highway. (D) Interruption of service for more than one (1) day
on an operating railroad. (E) Damage to any occupied quarters where the flow
velocity at the building compromises the integrity of the structure for human
occupation. (F) Interruption of service to an interstate or intrastate, utility, power or
communication line serving a town, community, or significant military and
commercial facility, in which disruption of power and communication would
adversely affect the economy, safety, and general well-being of the area for more than
one (1) day.” 312 IAC 10.5-3-2.

Walthers® challenge in this proceeding is considered a request for reconsideration of
the hazard classification. However, Walthers presented no technical information or
report that was not previously available to the Division of Water to refute the
classification. In addition, Walthers failed to present an assessment of the maximum
breach inundation area prepared by a dam owner’s professional engineer.

100An uncontrolled breach of the Forest Lake Dam would result in flood depths greater

than one (1) foot within, on or about, 12 occupied quarters, as defined by 312 JAC
10.5-2-9, within the maximum breach inundation area, defined by 312 IAC 10.5-2-7.

312 IAC 10.5-3-2(c)(1)(4).

101 The Forest Lake Dam is properly classified as a high hazard dam.

102 The owners of a hi gh hazard dam are required to file inspection reports. The reports

are specifically identified in IC 14-27-7.5-9(a), which states:

The owner of a high hazard structure shall:

(1) have a professional engineer licensed under IC 25-31 make an engineering
inspection of the high hazard structure at least one (1) time every two (2)
years;

(2) submit a report of the inspection in a form approved by the department to
the department, The report must include at least the following information:

(A) An evaluation of the structure's condition, spillway capacity,
operational adequacy, and structural integrity.

(B) A determination of whether deficiencies exist that could lead to the
failure of the structure, and recommendations for maintenance, repairs,
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and alterations to the structure to eliminate deficiencies, including a
recommended schedule for necessary upgrades to the structure.
IC 14-27-7.5-9(a).

103 A professional engineer is “an individual who, because of special knowledge of the:
(1) mathematical and physical sciences; and (2) principles and methods of
engineering analysis and design; that are acquired by education and practical
experience, is qualified to engage in the practice of engineering, as attested by the
individual's registration as a professional engineer and license to practice engineering
in Indiana under IC 25-31. 312 [AC 10.5-2-11.

104 No engineering inspection reports have been submitted by Walthers® professional
engineer licensed under 1C 25-31.

105 DNR is obliged to issue a notice of violation under IC 14-27-7.5-11 to the owner of a
high hazard dam who fails to “have the structure inspected...” or who fails to
“perform recommended maintenance, repairs, or alterations to the structure.. Jor
who fails to “biennially submit the inspection report...” IC 14-27-7.5-9(c).

106 The NOV issued by DNR, reflects the deficiency by the owners of Forest Lake Dam
to have the dam properly inspected and to file required repotts.

107 The deficiencies are accurately assessed in that no inspection reports have been
submitted to DNR and the evidence supports the issuance of the NOV on that basis.

108 The NOV identifies an additional violation to be that Forest Lake Dam is an unsafe,
unauthorized dam.

109 Forest Lake Dam was not initially permitted when it was constructed.

110 Walthers has performed unpermitted and improper alterations to the Forest Lake
Dam.

111 The owner of a structure, defined by 14-27.5-5 as a dam’! and its appurtenant
works', regulated under IC 14-27-7.5, “shall maintain and keep the structure in the
state of repair and operating condition required by the following: (1) The exercise of
prudence. (2) Due regard for life and property. (3) The application of sound and
accepted technical principles.” IC 14-27-7.5-7(a).

Herpam" means an artificial manmade barrier, including appurtenant works, that meets the conditions as
iven in IC14-27-7.5-1". 312 14C 10.5-2-3.
2 " Appurtenant works" means auxiliary features of a dam that are reasonably required for the safe and
proper operation of the structure. The term may include each of the following: (1) The spillway system. (2)
Outlet works. (3) Gates and valves. (4) Tunnels. (5) Conduits. (6) Levees. (7) Embankments. 372 IAC 10.5-

2-2.
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112 For a dam classified as a high hazard dam, following a required inspection, if the
“licensed professional engineer who conducted the inspection determines that
maintenance, repairs, or alterations to a high hazard structure are necessary to remedy
deficiencies in the structure, the owner shall perform the recommended maintenance,
repairs, or alterations. If the owner does not “perform the recommended maintenance,
repairs or alterations to the structure” DNR is obligated to issue a NOV to the owner
of the owner of the high hazard structure. IC [4-27-7.5-9(b} and (c).

113 If DNR finds that a structure is © (1) not sufficiently strong; (2) not maintained in a
good and sufficient state of repair or operating condition; (3) not designed to remain
safe during infrequent loading events; or (4) unsafe and dangerous to life and
property; the department may issue a notice of violation under IC 14-25.5-2.” IC' 14-

27-7.5-11.

114 DNR inspected the Forest Lake Dam and discovered, as supported by the evidence
submitted during the hearing, that Forest Lake Dam is “(1) not sufficiently strong; (2)
not maintained in a good and sufficient state of repair or operating condition; (3) not
designed to remain safe during infrequent loading events; or (4) unsafe and dangerous
to life and property...”, consistent with the requirements set forth in IC 14-27-7.5-11.

115 Before the issuance of the NOV, DNR staff observed that the Forest Lake Dam was
not found to be in a minimally acceptable state of repair and notified Walthers in
writing on February 28, 2013,

116 On August 22, 2013, DNR issued the NOV in writing, detailing the violations of 1C
14-27-7.5. The violations within the NOV are supported by the evidence presented at
the administrative hearing. Forest Lake Dam is incorrectly designed, improperly
maintained and in a progressive state of failure. '

117 As it relates to the regulation of dams in Indiana, an owner “means an individual...
who has a right, a title, or an interest in or to the property upon which the structure is
located.” IC 14-27-7.5-4. '

118 Walthers is an owner of real property which includes approximately 90% of the
structure of Forest Lake Dam, including the lakebed of Forest Lake, the primary and
auxiliary spillways as well as a substantial portion of the embankment.

119 Due to his ownership interests, the NOV should have been addressed to Walthers.
The NOV was addressed to Walthers.

120 Walthers® argues that he should bear less than the full responsibility assessed to high
hazard dam owners because DNR approved a downstream subdivision. This issue is
not critically considered because the evidence does not support a conclusion that

" DNR approved the subdivision below the dam.
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121 Walthers’ argues that he should bear less than the full responsibility assessed to dam
owners due to the increase in surface water within the watershed of Forest Lake Dam
over time. Walthers failed to provide evidence sufficient to support a finding that
there has been an increase in surface water to the watershed, or drainage area, of
Forest Lake Dam. Even if there is an increase, such an increase would not reduce
Walthers® responsibility as an owner of the dam as documented within the NOV."

122 Walthers argues that he should bear less than full responsibility due to parts of the
dam being owned by one or more other owners. Walthers and the Richards were
identified in the NOV. The Richards settled their dispute with DNR and were
dismissed from this proceeding. DNR’s authority to issue an NOV extends only to’
dam owners. Walthers did not identify any owner who was not named in the NOV.

Nonfinal Order
1} The NOV is affirmed.

2) Walthers shall comply with the requirements identified under the section of the
NOV identified as “Action Appropriate to Mitigate the Violation” by completion
of either all of Action 1 or all of Action 2, within 90 days.

Dated: March 7, 2016 M@@ﬁs—

Dawn Wilson

Administrative Law Judge

Natural Resources Commuission
Indiana Government Center North

100 North Senate Avenue, Room N501
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2200
(317) 232-4699

A copy of the foregoing was sent to the following:

Paul Walthers
11565 N. Lambert Ct.
Mooresville, IN 46158

 The Commission’s jurisdiction in this case is limited to the NOV. This decision does not consider any
redress Walthers may have with respect to any other claim. This decision expressly does not advance any
position on any matter beyond the scope of this administrative review and the jurisdiction of the
Commission.
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Sean Wooding

Legal Counsel

Department of Natural Resources
Indiana Government Center South

402 West Washington St., Room W295
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

A copy of the foregoing was sent as a courtesy to persons listed below. A person filing a
pleading or documents is not required to serve these persons:

Dave and Jill Byers
6685 Cross Street
Avon, IN 46123

Jeanne Coonse
6541 Lake Forest Drive
Avon, IN 46123

Indira Harden
409 Wild Rose Lane
Avon, IN 46123

Lisa Walthers
5244 11" Street South
Arlington, VA 22204

Jim Andrews, Assistant Engineer
Hendricks Co. Government Center
355 S. Washington Street #209
Panyville, IN 46122

DNR Division of Water, Lori Schnaith ,
DNR Division of Fish and Wildlife, Linnea Petercheff
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Paul R, Walthers | E @ E l] M E

i
11565 N. Lambert Court MAR 2}/2016

Mooresville, IN 46158 By ’%I_:%L—

317-370-0954

'FILED
AR 22701 q

NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION
. DIVISION OF HEARINGS

o«

March 22, 2016

AOPA Committee

Natural Resources Commission Certified Mail with Return Receipt
indiana Government Center North

100 North Senate Avenue, Room N501

indianapolis, IN 46204-2200

In the Matter of : Administrative Cause Number: 13-147W (VTS-DM-3951)

Paul R. Walthers, Petitioner vs. Department of Natural Resources,
Respondent

Written Objections:

Indentifies the basis of the objections with reasonable particularity. My
objections are not limited to the following information.
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AOPA Committee:

The following is the basis of objections to the Findings of Fact and Conclusion of
Law with Nonfinal Order.

#24-The Judge held a final status conference which required attendees to attend
in person knowing that Paul Walther's daughter would be unable to attend.

The Judge moved forward with the hearing despite knowing full well the
exchange of exhibits and witness list had not taken place. And, knowing that the
DNR had not provided satisfactory answers to the questions posed by Walthers.
(This statement of fact was omitted from Administrative Law Judge (AU) which
demonstrates the ALJ's bias towards the DNR.)

The ALl still moved forward with the hearing which is an error and a violation of
Walther's rights.

#36 to #38- The AL failed to allow calculations from the State of Indiana into
evidence which demonstrated the drainage area was less than 1 square mile.
{Another example of bias by the ALl.)

#51- The AL failed to understand that approval by the DNR was required in order
for the Thornridge development to move forward and therefore was approval for
the housing development as no approval permit was necessary for the property
to remain as cornfield. (Exhibit D.) | |

#68-Reference is made to "unauthorized" utility shed. There are three sheds on
the dam, one of which is owned by Ronald Richards and was documented in an
exhibit picture. The AL failed to document that there is a private home on the
dam property, owned by Ronald Richards which was stated numerous times by
Walthers and included in various exhibit documents by the DNR.

#118 & #119- ALJ states that Walther's owns 90% of the Forest Lake Dam. This is
not a statement of fact as the Richards' own a minimum of 40% of the Dam. This
fact was stated numerous times during the hearing. The property behind the dam
is not an issue for the AL as the NOV was the safety of the dam.
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#122-the AL refused to allow the settlement by the Richard's to be entered as
evidence. This is a critical error as the settlement offers no solution to the safety
of property or life downstream.

The Richards have the same ability to dewater the lake as Walthers and for the
DNR to release one owner demonstrates the dam safety is a ruse. The ALl should
not have issued a final order of dismissal to the Richards.

The NonFinal Order requires Walthers to comply with the requirements identified
under the section of the NOV identified as "Action Appropriate to Mitigate the
Violation by completion of either all of Action 1 or all of Action 2, within 90 days.

The final order is without merit as it does not include all dam owners and only
refers to the NOV solutions which is in conflict with a letter issued from the DNR
dated November 25, 2015.

Neither the DNR nor ALJ have demonstrated the dewatering solution is compliant
with all local, state or federal agencies and without risk of violation(s). AL
Stephen Lucas (#9) stated that the DNR would be responsible to confirm that any
solution required by the DNR would be in compliance with all local, state, and
federal agencies. Without this confirmation the ALl is unable to order
requirements of the dam owners.

For 43 years, | have owned a 6.8 acre pond, south of US 36 by State Road 267 in
Hendricks County.

Over the past 43 years, the development of new growth in the Town of Avon,
Avon School System, new subdivisions, CXS Railroad, widening of County and
State Highways, have increased rain and storm water into my unnamed ditch
(farmer's pond) often "illegally" without any active government restrictions or
controls of rate of water flow. Now to add to the issue, the Town of Avon is
building a $15 Million Dollar Bridge on State Road 267 and a new mile of road
water drainage goes into my pond.

The Department of Natural Resources (DNR) on February 28, 2013, declared my
dam is a "high hazard" which is highly disputed. Also, DNR staff declared there
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would be a $10,000 fine and a $1,000 a day cost until "I hire an engineer and
contractor which must do whatever DNR demands”. Or, | must prove the dams is
safe. Or, 1 must get rid of the pond and dam which is 75 years old and
functioning. The final option requires paying DNR "tens of thousands" extortion
money which then would satisfy the issue with DNR.

| am 84 years old fighting bladder cancer and on a limited income. The Judge
appointed by the Governor denied me a court Appointed Attorney.

How can DNR and the State of Indiana hold an individual responsible for an
increase in surface water drainage of which I have had no control?

My property rights, civil rights, and due process are being aggressively violated by
the Indiana Department of Resources.

| do not have tens of thousands of dollars to respond to a three year court case
when the DNR keeps changing attorneys (three times) and judges once.

Also the interpretation of the law and the facts are inconsistent with the very
poor quality of disclosures made by the DNR.

DNR approved 95 acres of downstream ground northwest of the dam for
Thornridge residential subdivision {Exhibits 9 and D).

Now DNR says my dam puts Thornridge at risk when there is less than 35 acre
water in the pond (Exhibit 6).

DNR declared seepage in the dam. Over the last six months, | have had many
capable people (engineers and contractors) to try to find seepage which they
could not.

JURISDICTION:

DNR never produced maps indicating where the water shed begins and what has
been added illegally over the years.

State Agencies are required to give full disclosure of maps and models especially
to the public when jurisdiction becomes a factor.
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Also, more clarity is needed with Indiana Statutes code which regulates small
dams. When DNR gives them hazard classification.

If the DNR makes all the interpretations of what is and what is not.. this only lends
to abuse and extortion.

There are no streams, creeks or rivers running into Forest Lake Pond. Thereis a
storm water ditch coming out of and off Avon roads, parking lots and streets.

| have a DNR map describing topographic N3945-W8622.517.5 (Exhibit 9}

This map shows less than one square mile of water drainage area. {Exhibit 9 and
Exhibit C-13.)

It appears Indiana Law Statutes IN 14-27-7.5-1 does not say any one of the
following. ( Exhibit BB)

It appears DNR and their supervisors gave Dr. Richard's attorney strong advice
{orders?) to obtain an engineer and contractor to remove the 75 year old
emergency spillway. Which | strongly objected to. This only removed 7 acre
water of pressure. This action caused trespassing and thousands of dollars worth
of damage to the emergency spillway. Also, this has changed the water way out
of the pond which now makes the road and br‘idge at high risk during heavy rains.
(Exhibit 10).

Paul Walthers shares ownership with Donald D. and Carolyn A. Richards of Lake
Forest Dam. (Exhibit A 1).

How can pursuant to Indiana Code 14-25.5, Actions 1 and 2 cited in Exhibit A1 be
performed without notice of violation being changed or dismissed?

Please help me resolve this.
Thank you.

Paul R. Walthers

Ps
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oo Michael R. Pence, Governr
Cameron . Clark, Director
‘ Indiana Department of Natural Resources

December 8, 2015
Paul R. Walthers
11565 N. Lambert C1.
Mooresville, IN 46158

Re: Administrative Cause #13-147W, VTS-DM-3951

Mr. Walthers:

Attached you will find the settlement agreement entercd into between the Richards and DNR.

/

Regards,

Sean R. Wooding

Office of Legal Counsel
Department of Natural Resources
402 W. Washington St., Rm W295
Indianapolis, IN 46204
317.234.9592
swooding(@dnr.in.gov
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BEFORE THE
NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION
OF THE
STATE OF INDIANA

IN THE MATTER OF:

PAUL WALTHERS, RONALD RICHARDS
and CAROLYN RICHARDS,

)

) Administrative Cause
Petitioners, )

)

)

)

Number: 13-147TW

¥S.

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES, ) (VTS-DM-3951)
Respondent. )

FINAL ORDER OF DISMISSAL AS TO RONALD AND CAROLYN RICHARDS

On November 17, 2015, Petitioners, Ronald and Carolyn Richards (“Richards™), and
Respondent, Department of Natural Resources (“DNR™), filed an “Agreed Settlement and
Stipulation of Dismissal”. Through the Agreed Settlement and Stipulation of Dismissal,
Richards and DNR agree and stipulate to the dismissal of Richards from this

administrative action.

Being duly advised, the motion is GRANTED. Pursuant to 312 IAC 3-1-9(a), a final
order of dismissal is entered. '

A person who wishes to seek judicial review must file a petition for review in an
appropriate court within 30 days and must otherwise comply with IC 4-21.5-5. Service
of a petition for judicial review is also governed by 312 IAC 3-1-18.

Dated: November 18, 2015, T soussr—A0 Lden

Dawn Wilson

Administrative Law Judge

Natural Resources Commission
Indiana Government Center North

100 North Senate Avenue, Room N501
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2739
(317) 234-9516

A copy of the foregoing was sent to the following:

Paul Walthers Paul Walthers
6591 Lake Forest Drive 11565 N. Lambert Ct.,
Avon, IN 46123 Mooresville, IN 46158

Page 1 of 2



| ex A

PETITIONERS: Paii  althers/Ronald and Carolyn Richards. |
CASE NUMBER: 13-147W

Nicholas Gahl John Mervilde

GAHL LEGAL GROUP MEILS THOMPSON DIETZ & BERISH
102 South Main Street 251 East Ohio St., Suite 830

Zionsville, Indiana 46077 Indianapolis, IN 46204

Sean Wooding

Legal Counsel

Department of Natural Resources
Indiana Government Center South

402 West Washington St., Room W295
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 -

A copy of the foregoing was sent as a courtesy to persons listed below. A person filing a
pleading or documents is not required to serve these persons:

Dave and Jill Byers
6685 Cross Street
Avon, IN 46123

" Jeanne Coonse
6541 Lake Forest Drive
Avon, IN 46123

Indira Harden
409 Wild Rose Lane
Avon, IN 46123

Lisa Walthers
5244 11" Street South
Arlington, VA 22204

Jim Andrews, Assistant Engineer
Hendricks Co. Government Center
355 S. Washington Street #209
Danville, IN 46122

DNR Division of Water, Lori Schnaith
DNR Division of Fish and Wildlife, Linnea Petercheff

Page 2 of 2
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND RELEASE

_ This Setilement Agreement and Relcase ("Agreement") is entered into this _4th _day
of November, 2015, between Ronald & Cavolyn Richatds (collectively “Richards”) and Indiana
Department of Natural Resources (“DNR”). The Richads and DNR are collectively referred to
herein as the “Parties.”

) RECITALS

A, The Richards own praperty located at 6605 Lake Forest Drive in Avon Indiana
 (“Property™).

B. On ot gbout August 22, 2013, DNR issued a Notice of Violation 10 Paul Walthers
(“Walthers™) and the Richardg under VTS-DM-3951 (“NOV?”). DNR claims jurisdiction over the
alleged dam impounding Forest Lake (“Forcst Lake Dam”).

¢, Tn the NOV, DNR alleges that Walthers and Richards, as owners of tho Forest
Yake Dam, have violated the Dam Safety Act, Ind, Code 14-27-7.5. DNR demands that Forest
Lake Dam’ either be recanstrueted or decommissioned under supervision and approval of the

DNR,

D.  Richards and Walthers sought an administrative review of the NOV before the

Natural Resource Comnission, and such is now pending under Administrative Cause Number
13-147W (“Administrative Action.”).

E. Richards do not own Forest Lake, the primary gpillway, or the
auxiliary/emetgency spillway of Forest Lake Dam; rather, Richards own propetty immediately
adjacent to Forest Lake that extends south toward the primary spillway. It is believed by the
Patties that Walthers owns -Forest Lake, the primary spillway, and the auxiliary/emergency
spillway, as well as additional land susronnding Forest Lake Dam.

¥ As the result of the condition of Forest Lake Dam’s primary spillway in July
2015, and under the demand of DNR. for cmergency measues to telieve pressure from the
primary spillway, Richards incurred significant costs to lower the level of Forest Lake;
specifically, Richards employed Holloway Enginecring and HIS Consiructors to plan and
implement the construction of a channe] from the emergency spillway.

G DNR alleges that additional work is required on Forest Lake Dam in order fo
bring it into compliance, ox Forest Lake Dam should be decommissioned.

H.  The Parties desire to resolve and settle their disagreement concerning Forest Lake,

Forest Lale Dam, the NOV, and the Administrative Action, and to avoid additional litigation

over fhese matters (“Disputed Claims”).

L The Parties believe that the settlement reflected by this Agreement is fair,
reasonable and equitable and in their respective best interests,



X A

AGREEMEINT

NOW' THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained in this
Agreement, the actions taken pursuant thereto, and ofher valuable consideration, the receipt and
sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the Parties hereby agree as follows:

1. Recitals, The Recitals set forth above are incorporated herein by reference.

2. Settlement, Access, Reloase, Digmissal,

2.1 Payment Terms. Subject to all terms and conditions contained in this
Agscement, Richards agree that on or bofore thirty days after the execution of this
Agreement, Richards shall deliver to DNR’s counsel a check payable to the “Indiana
Depariment of Natural Resources” (tax 1D number 35-6000158) in the amount of Three
Thousand Dollars (53,000.00) in full and fial sctilement of the Disputed Claims, DNR
shall place these funds into the Division of Water Environmental Fand for use on Forest

Take Dam.

25 Properfy Access, Richards and fheir heirs or assigns agree to allow access
to DNR and/or Walthers (or their agents) to the Property for the sake of compleling work
on Forest Lake Dan that is mutually agreeable to Richards and DNR. The scope of work
may polentially include decommissioning and/or dewatering activities, including the
excavation and placement of soil on the Property. It is agreed that any work on the
Property is completed at no expense to Richards, and it will not unreasonably interfere
with their use and enjoyment of the Propesty, including but not limited to, the destruction
of the wooded area, except for the necessary loss of a couple trees and the filling of the
voids left by the root balls associated with the cutting of those select trees. The placement
of soil fiom a potential decommissioning.of the dam will be placed info two areas, with.
the arca on the Property to receive up to 500 cubic yards of soil not to exceed a 4 foot
depth, and all such soil not to extend beyond the boundaties indicated on the Holloway
Engincering figure attached hereto as Fxhibit A. Richards may require any party and/or
contractor completing work on the Property to agree fo release, indemnify, and hold
harmless Richatds, as well as agree to not record any fien on the Property and to
immediately release any lien recorded on the Property as 4 result of work on the Property.

23 Miutual Release. Except for any breaches by DNR of its obligations under
this Agreement, Richards hereby release and forever discharge DNR from and against
any and all liabilities, claims, actions, or suits, known or unknown, that Richards have or
could assert against DNR relating to or atising from the Disputed Claims, Similaly,
except for any breaches by Richards of their obligations under this Agreement, DNR
heteby releases and forever discharges Richards from and against any and all liabilities,
claims, actions, or suils, known or unknown, that DNR has or could assert against
Richards relating to or arising from the Disputed Claims,

24  Dismissal. In recognition of the settlement reached, Richards and DNR
stipulate o the dismissal of the Administrative Action, with prejudice, and within 5 days

2
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this Agreement being fully signed, DNR and Richards will request that the Court enter an
order dismissing the Richards from the Administrative Action. A copy of the “Stipulation
of Dismissal” to be filed with the Court is attached hereto as HExhibit B, This Agreement
shall survive the dismissal of other resolution of this action.

2.5  Non-Admission. Nothing in this Agreement can or should be construed
as an admission of liability of any Party herefo as to any maiter covered by this
Agreement. '

2.6  Nom-Admissibility, Neither this Agreement nor any matters relating to
the terms or negotiations of this Agreement shall be admissible in any lawsuit or other
proceeding for any purpose oflter than to establish a term or condition of this Agreernent
that a Party purportedly has breached, or to enjoin or dismiss. a lawsuit or other
proceeding brought in violation of this Agreement.

2.7 Integration Clause. This Agreement is an integrated agreement shd
contains the entire agreement regarding the matters herein between the Patties. No
representations, warranties, or promises have been made or relied on by a Party hereto
other than as set forth herein. This Agreement supersedes and controls any and all prior
communications between the Parties or their representatives relative to the matters

conigined herein.

2.8 Severability, If any part, term, or provision of this Agreement shall be
deemed to be prohibited, invalid, or unenforceable by any applicable law, such provision
shall be replaced by a provision that comes as close as possible to the intended result of
the invalid provision, and the economic putpose thercof, and which is valid and
enforceable. The invalidity of any part, texm, or provision of this Apreement shall not
invalidate or affect the remaining:parts, terms, or provisions hereof and all such
remaining parts, terms, and provisions shall remain in full force and effect.

29 Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, each of
which shall be deemed an original.

2.10  Autherity to Sign. The undersigned state that each is duly authorized to
exceute this Agreement on behalf of the Party for which each is signing and that each
fully understands the terms as set forth above,

IN WITNESS WIEREOF, the Pasties have cxecuted this Agreement by their duly
authorized representatives as of the day first written above.

[SIGNATURES FOLLOWRNG - THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK]



Indiana Depariment of Natural Resources

(7&,17!/{‘»-_@9( ) Dated:11 1715

By: _ Chris Smith

Its: _ Deputy Director

w

LN

Sean Wooding/ counsel t6 DNR

Carolyn Richards

gf?fﬁéz\/ ﬂ %)Aﬂcd: /4 / :5’/#520/5’4

! S! é ';a g -9 -5
Nicholas Gahl, tounsel to Richards
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“Action 2 described balow, is appropriate to mitigate this violation:

eX B

Michael R. Pence, Governor

Cameron F. Clark, Director
Division of Water
402 W . Washington Street
. i . ) oom W264
2\ lndiana Depariment of Natyral Resources ﬁdi;ﬁapoﬁs, IN 46204

SR ) : Phone (317) 232-4160

Tollfree (877) 928-3755 -

Fax {317) 233-4579

e
1

&
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NOTICE OF VIOLATION
VTS-DM-3951 . f&}éﬂE@ AUS 2, 2. 2313

Paul R. Walthers

6591 Lake Forest Drive . | ‘ -
Avon, Indiana 46123 Centifiedt Mail # 7002 2030 0006 6584 2016

Ronald D & Carolyn A. Richards

6605 Lake Forest Drive - )
Avon, Indiana 46123 Cettified Mail # 7002 2030 0006 6584 2030

2 o f
g,
Fiy
5
i

The Division of Water hereby issues this Notice _of Violation pursuant to Indiana Code 14-25.5 as

follows:

NATURE OF THE VIOLATION
Forest Lake Dam is a high hazard dam (State Identification #32-17), and is located in Section 10,

Toﬁmsﬁip 15N, Range 1E, showing on the Brownsburg Quadrangle map, and within Hendricks County.

A dam owner is required by Indiana Code (1.C.) 14-27-7.5 fo keep the structure (dam) maintained

and in a safe condition by the exercise of prudence, due regard for lifs and properly, and the application

of sound and accepted technical principles.

Fmdmgs
- The owners of the Forest Lake Dam are Paul R. Walthers, and Rona!d D & Carolyn A. Richards.

The Forest Lake Dam is an unsafe, unauthorized dam. There is no record of a permit issued for

“this dam or as-built engineering plans proving the structure was properly designed and constructed. A

high hazard inspection report has not been recsived for the structure as required by [.C.14-27-7.5.

The ovwners of lhe Forest Lake Dam have failed to mainfain and kesp the structure in the stafe of
repdir and operating condition required by the exercise of prudencs, due reuard for life and property, and
the application of sound and accepted ewgmeermc; principles which is a viclation of Indiana Code 14-27-

7.5 :
The owners have not complied with the i‘ecommendai.mﬁs of the rem‘uawtzi%, 2013 lettar which

asked that the owners ic complele 2 series of scheduled aclions Wcluding relaining registered
professional engineer expsrienced in dam design, performing high hazard .inspeciion reports and

submitting such reporis to DNR. Also requesied was a loweting of the lake io safer level until safety
These actions and the failures fo act are violations of Indiana Code 14-

AfHIBlT

deficiencies could he resalved.
27-7.5.

ACTION APPROPRIATE TO MITIGATE THE VIOLATION

The .Department of Nafural Resources has determined either all of Action 1 or all of

An Equal Opportunity Employer
Printed on Recycled Paper
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Action 1: ‘ L
1) Paul R. Walthers, and Ronald D & Carolyn A Richards shalj hire a registered.

professional engineer experfenced in dam design, constructiot], repair, and
maintenance, )

2) Paul R. Walthers, and.Ronald D & Carolyn A. Richards andfor the registered
professional engineer shall immediaiely aclivate the dam’s Incidenf and

Emergency Action Plan (IEAP).

3)  Paul R. Walthers, and Ronald D & Carolyn A. Richards and/or their authorized
representatives, within fen days (10 days) of receipt of this nofice, shall have the
registered professional engineer submit a letter o the Division of Water stating that
héfshe has been contracted fo develop @ plan to recanstruct the dam and spillway
to safe conditions. Enclosed is a list of engineering firms with dam experience.

representatives, shall under the direction of a registered professional enging&r— -
lmmediately and safely dowater or lower the lake level to g safer level determined;
by the engineer and agreed to by DNR. L e T !

4) Paul R. Walthers, and Ronald D & Carolyn A. Richards and/or their authorized B

5)  Paul R. Walihers, and Ronald D & -Carolyn A. Richards and/or fhei’r authorized
representatives, shall obtain a permit from the Department of Natural Resources fo
reconsiruct the dam and spiliway to a safe condition and shall submit as-built plans

at the completion of the project.

" 6)  Paul R. Walthers, and Ronald D & Carolyn A. Richards andfor their authorized
representatives, shall mainfain the lowered water level until the reconstruction plar
has been approved, completed under the direstion of g registered professional
engineer and as builf plans submitted io the Department. : .

B . . “. Ll
Or - - )
h=d3 oo T i S
S T .

1) Paul R. Walthers, and Ronald D & Carolyn A. Richards shall hire a registered
professional engineer experienced in dam design, construciion, repair, and

maintenance.

Action 3:

2) Paul R. Walthers, and Ronald D & Carolyn A. Richards andfor the registerad
profassional enginesr shall activate your dam’s incident ang Emergency Action FPlan

(EAP).

Paui 2. Wallhers, and Ronald O 4 Carolyn A, Richards andlor el authonzad
repissaniatives, sihall under the direction of a registered professional engineer,
irnmediately and safely dewaler or lower ife lake level fo a safer leval defermined by

the registered professional enginesr and agreed io hy DNR. '

4
Mt

4) "Paul R. Walthers, and Ronald D & Carolyn A. Richards and/or their authorized ~ e
fepresentatives, within fen days (10 days) of recelpt of this notice, shall have the -
regisfered profsssional sngineer submit a lstler {o itie Division of Water siating thai

- hefshe has been confracted o develop a plan fo safely permanently dewater and
conirol breach (decommission) the dam.

NOV VTS-DM-3951 Page 2



INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 46204-2249
INTER-DEPARTMENT COMMIINICATION

Novamber 2, 2001

P01 ) Mr. Brad Steckler
Supervisor, Fre-Engineering Studies

FROM: Mr. Bi1l Schmiat Tvi-
Hydraulics Engineer

SURJECT: Preliminary Hydraulic Review
’ Structure: §.R. 267 over tributary to White Lick Creek

Des. No.: 0012640

Contract No.: STP-128-4{}
Location: 0.4 miles south of U.8. 36 (railroad bridge).

Congultant; vk

Discussion of Struckture Sizing for preliminary hydraulics

The project discussed above involves the 5.R. 267 structura over
tributary to White Lick Creek as part of the railroad bridge. . The currsnt
struoture is a 6.92 ft. high by 10.67 ft. span corrugated metal arch pipe. The
existing structure is not hydraulically adequate. The recommended replacement
gtructure is a 5 ft. high by 12 ft, span three or four-sided concrete hox
culvert with wingwalls {or projecting). A 6 f£t. high by 12 ft. span concrete

arch may be used as well.

Approximate Drainage Avea
Bpproximate Q100 Discharge
Approximate Q100 Depth

Maximum Allowable Backwabex Q100 a 1.0 £t.

Required Minimum Wet Area Below QL00 = see sizing above

Approximate Grade Raise = 0.0 £,

Minimum Freeboard = 0.0 f£t. T
= 12.01 Ffe/s.

ontlet Veloclty

If you have any questions or comments, please conkact me at
{317} 232-5332.
________--“1

5

WPS

ce: Hydraulic f£ile (1)

C-13




Pau} Walthers
11565 N Lambert Ct
Miooresville, IN 46158-6565

October 20, 2015

Hendricks County Board of Commissioners G.E. Steuerwald

355 South Washington Street Attorney at Law for Hendricks County
Danviile, IN 46122

commissioners@co.hendricks.in.us gsteuerwald@shzwlaw.com

RE: Dam and Forest Lake in Avon, IN

Dear Sirs,

I, Paul Walthers, satisfied the exit of velume of water movement {cfs) for 33 years out of my 6.8 acre
pond without any damage to people or progerty,

In July 2015, Kenneth Smith of DNR ordered-the removal of the 74+ year oid emergency spi!lwav of
which [ strongly objected. The destroyed emergency spillway has changedthe water way,plitof my
spond: ' )

Please, you are on notice not to hold me responsible in any way for any road:or bridge damagein‘the
future.

Please call me anytime - 317.370.0954
Thank you,

(Padl R Ukt

Paul R. Walthers
pwalthers@ati.net

cc: Lisa Waithers
Ldwalthers@yahoo.com
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' R o ,ldichael R. Pence, Govemer
FWET - Robert E. Cater, Jr., Director
" .. 7 Divislon of Water
A 324k 402 W, Washington Street
~ . Room 264
Indiana Department of Natural Resources indianapolis, IN 46204
: Phone:  (317) 2324160
Toll-free:  (877) 928-3755
o : Mo 0w/t : Fac . 317) 238 4670
_ Paul R. Waithers . © February 28, 2013 '
8591 Lake Forest Dr :
Avon, IN, 48123 ,
: Re: Forest Lake Dam, Hendricks Co., 3217
Richards Ronald D & Carolyn A ' CERTIFILD MAIL 7007 2630 6000 6708 7439

8604 Lake Forest Dr
Avon, IN 46123

Dear Dam Owners:

This leiter is in regard to.an unauthorized, unsafe dam located on your propetiy in Section 10, T.15 N;, R.
1 E. in Hendricks County. Indiana Code 14-27-7.5 establishes Indiana Department of Natural Resources

(IDNR) authority over a dam that meets any one of the following conditions:

« - The d'rainage area above the dam is more than one (1) square mile,.or

The dam impounds more than one hundred (100) acre-feet of water to the top of dam or to the maximum

pool level, whichever is lower, or . _ ,
The dam sexceeds tweniy (20) feet in height from the lowest point in natural sireambed under the centerline
of the dam o the top of dam, or

if someone downstream of the dam petifions IDNR, in writing, fo frvestigate the hazard classification and
IDNR finds that a potential failure of the dam nay cause loss of lifefinjury andfor serious damage to a
downsiream struciure (such as a house), then the dam will be considered high hazard and will be under

* IDNR’s jurisdiction (regardiess of the dam size).

The} Forési' Lake Dam is locatéd in a drainage area more than 1 square mile and therefore, the structure
is within IDNR's jurisdiction. There are significant safety and compliance issues with this structure. The

most obvious ars lsted balow:

1)

2

o )
N, ——

N
S

2]

Section § of L.C. 14-27-7.5 requires a dam owner fo mainiain ang kegpad
oparaling condition required by the sxercise of prudsncs, dus regard o

The dam is classified as high hazard since an unconfrolied breach of the struciure could cause
serious damage fo the downsiream Thomiidge Subdivision and possible loss of life.

2NN oo o | 7500 Ny Ay "'*“T"

The existing spillway sysliem is nadequate to safely pass the dssign stoim for this high naz

---- ¥y vy
struciure. _ : :
The upsiream and downsiream slopes of the ambankment are sieep and appear marginaily
stable. A slope failure would reduce the crest width leading o a possible breach,
Tha maintenance of the struclure is deficient. The trass and the rack sysienm have compromised
the integrity of the dan.
Thare are no racords in JDNR’s filss that indicate that o peimiil wag issued on this dam or ‘a3
buill” enginsering plans proving the structure was properly designed and constricted. :
A high hazard inspection repori, prepared by your engineer and required by 1.C. 14-27-7.5, has
not been rsceived by the Division of Water, The owner of a high hazard structure (dam) is
required o have a professional engineer licensed under IC 25-31 make an engineering inspection

of the high hazard stiuctura @it least ane (1) time avery two (2) vears; and To submit the repori to
the Division of Water.

am in the stafe of repalr and
7 jfife and properly and the

LAl Bl

appiication of sound and accepied enginesring principles.




APPLICATION: FW-16,625%

STATE OF INDIANR
DEPARTHENT OF NATURAL RESCQURCES

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVRL OF CONSTRUCTION IN A FLOODWAY

CANT: AGQENT:
ThornRidge, Inc. Parsons, Cunningham & Shartle
P.0., Box 188 ‘ Engineers, Inc.
Plainfield, iN 46168 46 South Tennessee Street

Danviile, IN 46122

BTREAM: AUTHORITY
UNT White Lick Creek IC 13-2-22, 3110 IAC 6-1

“Thy propoisd Thurnnidgt rasidcn_' “subdivision witl be devaloped (andvard of the floodusy excepta portions of Lats 13, 14, snd
15, conttrustion mctivites within e flooduay witt comalst af: twa 14* dismeter storm sevar outfall pipas with metal and

sectlons, and approximately 30- Uinear faot of a grass avale with 411 1ide slopes. Riprap latd on gootaxtiles wilt be placed at
the baan of the outlats for energy diseipation, Catails of the project are shown on plans recaived at the tivision of Uster on

Junvery 30, 1995, and Fabrumry 13, 1995,

e ) Nt Lak#outtaty

at xvon, Washington Township, “County

fiKk, HEY, swh, sactlen 10, T. 35 N., A, 1 E,, Orownsburg Quattanigle
UTH Coordinatas: Downstrsam = SA00480 Horth, 550600 Eeat

IZATION AND APPEAL RQTICE: SO S

T tnin alghed docuksnt _conatirits hi;illulnﬁlaﬂt_l,pltﬂ’klbfwlh!mﬂlturll_R!tGUﬂBQQAfailiSAlﬂﬂr~Oﬁwjtl_dtiigﬂllfmiﬂb£|Ql_fn_lhlﬂwgﬁ
conditiony as stated on the pages entitled "Ganaral Conritions" and "Specific Conditfons®, This parait or any of the cond{tions

; b pesied by sppiying fap adeinisvrative eaview, Such review {s governed by the Adninfatretive Ordera

ond Pracedurws Ast, IC 4=21.%, snd by the Depactnent’s rulss relating to adjudicst{vs profesdings, 310 1AC 0.6, In erder to
obtaln an sppeal, » weittan petition muet by f{led within 13 days of the sa{iing of this notice. [t should be diddrassed to:

He, Staphen L, Lucas, Director
pivision of Hearfngs
Aoom w272
407 West Wxshington Strasg
ind{anapaiis, indiana 44204

The patitfon should contafn spacifie censons for the sppeal and Indicata the portion{s¥ of the parmit ta which the appaal partaina,
If an sppeal {x tilad, the Hatural Aeacurces Commfanfon vill make the final agency detersination foluivlng & Lagat procaeding

sonduotad Dafore sn Aduinfiteativa Law Judge.

&
prll 7. 1993 W/ i e
Date John N, Simpaon, ﬁ;/ T
pirector

- i pidvigion ot Water .o e

Documents prepared by: Jeasice Sansevitle

S RS IR W T o b ae
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“o- STATE OF INBIANA — - - — &7 — -7 T o e
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES .

SPECIFIC CONDITIONG

othar than thou ReRAUrES nacessary to sutis(y t!u ”Gmernl" md “Spqr.!fi:“ conditiom, thcro |hnli be na deviation
from the infornation recaived st the Ofvision of Vatsr on the following date(s) without the prior written approval of
the Deprartmont of Hatural Resourcas:

Intornation racnived: January 3O, 1995, snd February 13, 1995

this approval shall become vold {{ construction has nat bein initiaced within 24 months from April 7, 1993

oafntain func:{mil srosion bnd sedimwent control measures until all distu bed areas aee stabii{zed

pratect stors vater inlats from sadiment entry vhers storm aevars outlet directly into channal op flooduay

contral ercaion and sediment an land sdjacent ta the flooduay to pravent resutting asdisentation of the channal or
flooduay

send snd protect all disturbsd strismbanks with srosfon conteol blenkets when they are not protacted by other structural
methods

afntaize ard contaln within the profect Uinits all tree and brush clearing and provide the opportunity to utilize
tleared treex of firewood and tisber size

If this project i3 tocated {n an urten setting and involvas the rewoval of more than flve tress, incorporats fres
. plmti_ﬁq !ntn the s{tl rlv«g:utipn ind/or mit{gur!nn plm

nvrqnuta nll bnrt md dhturhld ardns with & mixtun of ginsses (lxctudlng au v:r'htiu of tall }ucuo) nnd ltquns .
upon cooplstion -+, IR

place all sxcavated metorial landvard of the flooduay

do not Lamva fetled trans, hreush, or other debris {n the ficoduay “

da not conatruct ar place osy fesfdences of sbodes {including manufacturad homes as definad undar 44 ¢FR 59.1) in the
floodvay an shown on the enclossd floodway map dalinsated by tha Dapartwent dated April 7, 1995

any other somstruction, focluding sxcavition and (UL, proposed In the flogdway will requice the peiar written approval
af the Departmsnt of latural Awaotrces




Muma fo Vlle: FW-16,623
April 1, 1998
Pags Two

~This:profect-Inconjunction-witlvany-othierproviGtisly aprsved Bt ¢ dt"fﬁ'aﬁfj?"p?ﬁ B16 |
in the floodway near this slte will not cause an adverse effect on the efficlency or the capacity of the

floodway, nor will it pose an unreasonable hazard to life or property.

Recommendations: The Division of Water recommends this appilcniion bo approved with the
following condition(s):
O place all excavated material landward of the floodway (FWO1)
@ do not loave fellod trees, brush, or other debris in the floodwiy (FW03)
® do not construct or place any residences or abodes (including manufactured homes as defined
under 44 CFR. 55.1) in the floodway as shown on the enclosed floodway map dellneated by
the Departmont dated April 7, 1995
© any other construction, including excavation and fill, proposed in the floodway will require
the prior written approval of the Department of Natural Resources
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. Based.onthe. plmuccowcd atthe.D

Ll State of Indiana
DEPARTMENT OF MATURAL RESOURCES ’
N DivilonofWater
5 RSt 4 = e T S T A o s 5 G m A T B b S s A ot bt A SR S ] 't‘:‘
7 LZIVISION OF WATER MEMORANDUM Date:  April-7, 1995 ;,
t 4 L 3
’ Tor  Files ' From: Jessica Sasseville i
: Applicntion No. FW-16.625 Hydraullc Engineer F
Dralnage Areas Approximately 1.1 square miles.
Hydrslogy: Based on the discharge request form completed by the Hydrology and Hydraulics by,
: Section, the 100-year frequency flood discharge of 800 cfs can be expocted to pass the proposed sits, *
’ Waters The purpose of the proposed project.is to construet the ThoraRidge residential subdivision \
i along_ the right (north) streambiank of an unnamed (ribu’ary ta Whita Lick Creek. Construction 3

activities within the floodway will inciude! dual 18" dismeter ctorm sewer outfall pipes with metal end
sections, and approxirmately 30 linear féet of a grass swale with 4:1 side slopes. Riprap will be placed

at the base of both outlets for encrgy dissipation,

ivision oL Water on.Jany

“{ha propom project Will ol decranse (He tross-sectional fio

and tiprap placed for the storm sewer outfalls will conform to the existmg bank Thc swale wﬂl not

have ofbankments placed on eithet side.

Learalic

=T e e cra==He A L

et oo st OVt O et

modef for the stream. This was done to determine the lOO-ycar c!evntlon and the ﬂoodwny hmlu
A model was complsted for the lsngth of the stream from the motith at White Lick Creek to Just
downstream of the proposed project for Recommendation #32-941209-1 by Dena Barnhouse, This

mode! waa compiled from 2' mapping, g |

Tho contours and cross-scctions submitted for the proposed subdivision did not match closcly to the
2' mapping, Also, the Recommendations Section model used the slops conveyance method with a
much steeper slope than is present for this site, For these reasons, only three crosa-sections at the
upstream end of the model were utilized for this analysis, The three submitted cross-sections for the

sito were added to the three cross-sections downstream. The starting water surface elevatlon was R

used at the downstream cross-section. The 100-year elovation ranges from 7834, N.G.V.D,, at the

downstream end of the site to 783.7', N.G.V.D,, at the upstream end of the site. The ﬂoodway and
flood fringe were plotied on the submitted site plan and will bo enclosed with the pormit. Peggy
Shepherd, Section Head of Hydraulics and Hydrology, has been Involved in the floodway

determination and gave the final approval,

T
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FILED

BEFORE THE
NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSTON APR 01 2015
OF THE.
STATE OF INDIANA NATU
‘ Rl RESOURGES commissioy
ISION OF HEARIN
IN THE MATTER OF: NGS
PAUL WALTHERS, ) Administrative Cause
Claimant, ) Number: 15-031W
] .
V8. )
)
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES, ) (VTS-DM-3951)
Respondent. )

RESPONDENT DNR’S MOTION TO STRIKE PETITIONER’S UNTIMELY FILED
WRITTEN OBJECTIONS

The Departroent of Natural Resources (Department), by counsel, moves the Commission to
strike Petitioner’s Written Objections to the Nonfinal Order, and in support, states as follows:
1. On March 7, 2016, the Commission issued a Notice of Filing Findings of Fact and

Conclusions of Law with Nonfinal Order. The Commission stated that in order to

preserve an objection to the document, a written objection must be filed to the

AOPA Committee by March 28, 2016.

2. On March 28, 2016, the Department received an entry from the Comumission that
the Petitioner had sent “Written Objections” to the Commission, but not served
those Objections upon the Department in accordance with Indiana Code § 4-21.5-
3-17(c).

3. The Commission stated that parties were advised of the filing requirement to all
parties in the following inétances: Notice c;f Initial Prehearing Conference, Report
of Initial Prehearing Conference, Notice Qf Second Prehearing Conference,

Disclosure of Ex Parte Communication, Order Denying Court Appointed




Attorney, and Order to Disclose Ownership.

4. Petitioner has repeatedly violated Indiana Code § 4-21.5-3-17(c).

5. The Department received the Petitioner’s Writteﬁ Objections by email from Lisa
Waithers, a non-party, on March 30, 2016.

[ The Commission stated in the March 28, 2016 Entry that, “Upon receipt of
Veriﬁcation that the document was served upon all parties conteraporaneously
with its submission to the Commission, the Commission will cause the document

' to be duly filed in the record of the proceeding and will, at that time, act upon the
request.”

7. The Petitioner’s Written Objections were not setved upén all parties until March
30, 2016, and not timely filed as set by the Commission in March 7, 2016 Notice
of Filing Findings Fact and Conclusion of Law with Nonfinal Order.

WI—IE)REFORE, the Department moves the Commission to strike Petitioner’s objections

as untimely filed, tender the Nonfinal Order to the Secretary for final action, and for all other

appropriate relief.

Respectfully submitied:

<

Sean R. Wooding, #32450-55
Attorney for Department of
Natural Resources




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was served by United States First Class Mail

postage prepaid on the 1st  day of

Paul R. Walthers
11565 N. Lambert Ct.
Mooresville, IN 46158

Sean R. Wooding

Office of Legal Counsel

Department of Natural Resources
402 W. Washington St., Room W295
Indianapolis, IN 46204
317.234.9592

swooding@dnr.in.gov

April , 2016, on the following:

=) —>
( —

Sean R. Wooding




BEFORE THE
NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION

OF THE
STATE OF INDIANA
IN THE MATTER OEF:
PAUL WALTHERS , ) Administrative Cause
Petitioner, ) Number: 13-147W
)
Vs, )
)
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES, ) (VIS-DM-3951)
Respondent. )

ORDER ON RESPONDENT DNR’S MOTION TO STRIKE PETITIONER’S
UNTIMELY FILED WRITTEN OBJECTIONS

On April 1, 2016, the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) filed Respondent DNR s
Motion to Strike Petitioner’s Untimely Filed Written Objections (“Motion to Strike”).

On March 7, 2016, the Natural Resources Commission (“Commission”) Division of
Hearings’ Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”) for this case issued Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law with Nonfinal Order (“Nonfinal Order”) and mailed the Nonfinal
Order to the parties and to other interested persons. Also on that date, consistent with
Indiana Code § 4-21.5-3-29, the ALJ issued and mailed a Notice of Filing Findings of
Fact and Conclusions of Law with Nonfinal Order (“Notice of Nonfinal Order”)
specifying March 28, 2016, as the deadline for filing written objection to the Nonfinal
Order.

The objection deadline was determined through the application of Indiana Code § 4-21.5-
3-29(d), for decisions by other than decisions issued by the ultimate authority, which
states: “T'o preserve an objection to an order of an administrative law judge for judicial
review, a party must not be in default under this chapter and must object to the orderin a
writing that: (1) identifies the basis of the objection with reasonable particularity; and (2)
is filed with the ultimate authority responsible for reviewing the order within fifteen (15)
days (or any longer period set by statute) after the order is served on the petitioner.”
Fifteen days after March 7, 2016, is March 22, 2016. In accordance with Indiana Code

§ 4-21.5-3-2(e), because the Notice of Nonfinal Order was served through the United
States mail, three days were added to the period commencing upon service of the notice,
effectively extending the deadline to March 25, 2016. Because March 25, 2016, was a
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state holiday, Good Friday, and that Saturday and then Sunday immediately followed the
holiday, in accordance with Indiana Code § 4-21.5-3-2(a), the deadline fell on the next
business day, March 28, 2016.

On March 24, 2016, correspondence dated, March 22, 2016, with a greeting identified as
“Written Objections”, was received by the Commission’s Division of Hearings. While
the correspondence is unsigned, the closing reflects the typed salutation “Thank you”,
followed by the typed words “Paul R. Walthers”. The Written Objections were hand
delivered to the Commission’s Division of Hearings by a staff member of the government
center’s mailroom. Based on the recollection of Legal Analysist Scott Allen, the Written
Objections were delivered to the Division of Hearings at approximately 3:30 p.m. (EDT)
and were then logged into the Division of Hearings’ database, consistent with Division of
Hearings procedures. The Written Objections were, in error, originally marked “filed”
March 22, 2016, by Legal Analysist Allen, based on the date of the Certified Mail
postmark. On March 24, 2016, Legal Analysist Allen then determined that the Written
Objections failed to include any Certificate of Service or other indication that the Written
Objections had been served on DNR. Based on that observation, Legal Analysist Allen
marked out the “Filed” stamp and marked the document “Received” on the date the
document was recetved by the Division of Hearings, March 24, 2016. (The stamp was
originally dated March 22, 2016, but was corrected to reflect the actual receipt date of
March 24, 2016. This change was made and the change was initialed by Legal Analysist
Allen.) Thereafter, the case file was pulled and the Written Objections were placed with
the case file into the “in box” of the ALJ, after she left for the day at her standard time,
4:00 p.m.

Standard delivery procedures for Certified Mail delivery to the Division of Hearings is
for Certified Mail documents to be delivered to the mailroom in the basement of the
Government Center and scanned in at that location. Thereafter, government center
mailroom staff separate mail addressed to all state agencies located within the
Government Center and place the Certified Mail receipts into individual agencies’ post
office boxes for retrieval by the specific agency. When the receipt is retrieved by the
agency, the mail is signed for by agency staff member and the Certified Mail is released
to that agency. The Division of Hearings shares its post office box with the other agencies
within the suite, including the Office of Environmental Adjudication and the State
Employees Appeals Commission. Certified Mail delivered to the Government Center
mailroom after the daily mail pick up time of 10:00 a.m. would, as a standard practice, be
placed in the post office box for the agency for pick up on the next business day. Hand
delivery by government center mailroom staff is an anomaly.

The standard delivery procedure for mailings by the Division of Hearings is for outgoing
mail to be placed in mail slots or bins each working day. Outgoing mail placed in the bins
and slots at 2:30 p.m. or earlier, is scheduled to be mailed on that day. Outgoing mail that
is placed in the bins and slots after 2:30 p.m., is scheduled to be mailed on the next

business day.
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On March 28, 2016, the ALJ retrieved the Written Objections and the case file from her
“in box”. She reviewed the Written Objections” and prepared an Entry with Respect to
Petitioner, Paul Walthers’ Correspondence Titled “Written Objections” (“Entry”). The
notification included within the Entry is not required under any statute or rule. However,
notifications of this type are commonly sent by the Division of Hearings when objections
to nonfinal orders are received but not filed for consideration, due to the omission of
proof of proper service, to allow a party to submit appropriate documentation and show
proper service was made. If a party is able to present proof of service, the “received” date
is changed to accurately reflect the date “filed.” The Entry was signed in this case and
mailed by First Class U.S. mail, on March 28, 2016, to the partics and to other interested
persons.

On March 30, 2016, at 3:07 p.m., an email was received from Lisa Walthers
(Idwalthers@yahoo.com). The email states: “This email is in follow-up to an original
mailing to the AOPA Committee dated March 22, 2015 via US Postal Service. This email
is to the AOPA Committee, Judge Wilson, and Sean Wooding with a copy to Paul
Walthers and Lisa Walthers. Please contact me with any questions regarding the email.
You may also contact Paul Walthers via cell phone at 317.370.0954. Thank you, Lisa
Walthers 703.969.3825.” The email was sent to “NRCAOPA”, “Wooding, Sean R”, and
“Wilson, Dawn A”. The email was “ce’d” to “Paul Walthers” and “Lisa Walthers”.

The March 30, 2016, email from Lisa Walthers included a PDF attachment of the Written
Objections, a copy of the Notice of Nonfinal Order and enclosures identified as
“Exhibits.” The enclosures identified as Exhibits were similar to the enclosures identified
as Exhibits to the Written Objections received on March 24, 2016. While the enclosures
are identified as Exhibits, the enclosures, in many instances, do not correlate to the
Exhibits admitted at the administrative hearing. The attachments to the Written
Objections originally received and the copy received by email are not identical. The two
sets of attachments are not significantly different.

On March 31, 2016, a Notice of Oral Argument before the AOPA Committee was issued
by the ALIJ. The Notice of Oral Argument was sent by First Class U.S. Mail to the parties
and to interested persons. The Notice of Oral Argument was also sent from the
NRCAOPA mailbox to the email addresses contained within the email sent by Lisa
Walthers on March 30, 2016, The emails were designed to allow the parties, Paul
Walthers and DNR, as much time as practical to prepare for oral argument.

DNR’s Motion to Strike, filed on April 1, 2016, is DENIED. Any renewed Motion to
Strike at the time of the oral argument will be subject to a determination by the AOPA

! Documents admitted as Hearing Exhibits and also identified in the Written Objections are distinguished
here. Hearing Exhibit A is a document in three pages. While two pages of this exhibit are submitted with
the Written Objections and identified as a part of Al, all three pages are included with the emailed Written
Objections. Hearing Exhibit B, in two pages, is included in the Written Objections as Exhibit BB, The third
page of Hearing Exhibit C (admitted in six pages), is included with the Written Objections, with different
markings on the document. Hearing Exhibit 2, in a single page, is included within the Written Objections
with different markings on the document. Hearing Exhibit 3, in four pages, is included within the Wriiten
Objections in its entirety, identified as Exhibit D and D1 in the Written Objections.
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Comimittee, as appropriate. For the convenience of the AOPA Committee, the ALJ will
ensure that the Motion to Strike and this Order are made available to the AOPA
Committee.

Dated: April 4, 2016. m J\\\QQS‘O\J\

Dawn Wilson

Administrative Law Judge

Natural Resources Commission
Indiana Government Center North

100 North Senate Avenue, Room N501
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2739

A copy of the foregoing was sent to the following:

Paul Walthers Sent also by email to: pwalthers@att.net and Idwalthers@yahoo.com

11565 N. Lambert Ct.
Mooresville, IN 46158

Sean Wooding Sent also by ematil to: SWooding@dnr, IN.gov
Legal Counsel

Department of Natural Resources

Indiana Government Center South

402 West Washington St., Room W295

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

A copy of the foregoing was sent as a courtesy to persons listed below. A person filing a
pleading or documents is not required to serve these persons:

Dave and Jill Byers Indira Harden

6685 Cross Street : 409 Wild Rose Lane
Avon, IN 46123 ' Avon, IN 46123
Jeanne Coonse Lisa Walthers

6541 Lake Forest Drive 5244 11™ Street South
Avon, IN 46123 Arlington, VA 22204

Jim Andrews, Assistant Engineer
Hendricks Co. Government Center
355 S. Washington Street #209
Danville, IN 46122

DNR Division of Water, Lori Schnaith
DNR Division of Fish and Wildlife, Linnea Petercheff




